Two Amusing Examples 


Reproduced here are two items from a compilation published in 2015 by various individuals associated with the Order 
of Nine Angles (O9A/ONA) and which compilation consists of polemical, propagandistic, antinomian, essays designed to 
not only annoy and/or provoke and/or amuse others, but also to be a recent contribution to the Labyrinthos 
Mythologicus of the OYA: that is, to the Labyrinthine Labyrinth which, both as a test for the aspirant O9A initiate and as 
an arcane cultural game, hides the esoteric essence of the O9A behind mythos and various outer appearances or 
‘exoteric forms’. 


For, 


"From its beginnings in the early 1970s, the Order of Nine Angles has had, quite intentionally, an inner core 
obscured by various outer layers. Thus its exoteric, external, appearance does not necessarily reflect its 
esoteric essence, and which exoteric appearance serves and has served a particular and practical purpose, 
as the O9A mythos serves and has served a particular and practical purpose. To access the inner core, an 
individual has to work their way through the outer layers which, together, form a labyrinth: Ta KaTa& TOV 
Tayya twv Evvid Fwviwv Atot totoptkWco EKANMTEOV A) MAQOUATLKWC KAL UMOBETLKMC Sta TO EUTPOOWTIOV TOD 
Adyou." OIA 101 (e-text, 2015) 


Furthermore, 


"The Order of Nine Angles (O9A/ONA) is an intellection: the particular understanding of one person, the 
pseudonymous Anton Long, who melded (i) inherited and learned ancient pagan, and occult, traditions - 
British, and Hellenic hermeticism/mysticism - with (ii) the pathei-mathos resulting from his own decades-long 
(1972-2011) anados (&vo50c) along the hermetic Seven Fold Way, and who thus produced a unique 
signification expressed by means of a new esoteric philosophy and by praxises that, esoterically and 
exoterically, presence that esoteric philosophy." 


I. The Outing of Kris McDermott 


Given below are some indicative screenshots from a 2104 internet debate regarding the saga of the pseudonymous 
Ryan Anschauung (aka Chris/Kris McDermott aka Aussie Alex) of the Temple of Them, who claimed for over seven years 
to be OYA and to run an Order of Nine Angles nexion in Australia, but who was, in early January 2014, 'outed' as a 
charlatan, and as a member of the O9A pretendu crowd. 


In May 2014 he was publicly asked some questions about the O9A which he - despite claiming to have been OYA for 
over seven years, and despite having pontificated at great length about the O9A during those years - was unable to 
answer. He also publicly boasted about having done 'sinister' deeds in the real world but when asked for documented 
evidence failed to provide any. 


He subsequently publicly admitted that he "didn't give a **** about the O9A code" of kindred honor, and that: 


"The scope and depth of much of this magickal esotery drove me somewhat to the edge of madness many 
times, and maybe | went over the edge a couple too. It is possible that | am psychotic and unable to 


empathize with the views of others [...] thinking | was the captain when | was really just a deckhand." 
To summarize the whole six month long saga: 

1. Kris McDermott publicly (using a pseudonym) claimed for years to be O9A. 

2. Being O9A means certain, specific, things. 

3. One of these things is following O9A etiquette in relation to other O9A people. 


4. This etiquette concerns both personal (face to face) interactions and how OYA people relate to each other 
via mediums such as e-mail and on internet forums. 


5. This etiquette (or behavior, if you prefer that term) derives from the logos of the O9A. 
6. The logos of the OYA is the law of kindred honor. 
7. Kris McDermott did not behave in his dealings with certain O9A people as someone OYA should have done. 


8. When given the opportunity - twice - to publicly explain himself he provided numerous ‘useful indicators’ 
about his character. 


9. He was unable to answer questions put to him regarding the OYA [see below] 
10. He admitted he didn't know what OYA etiquette was and that he didn't care about it anyway. 
The questions he was asked, which he couldn't answer, were: 


1. Given that you've written about the star game and even sold a commercial version of the game, explain why each 
piece of the 'advanced' star game is itself a nameable star. 


2. Please state - using the abstract symbolism, a(a) a(b) a(c) etc - what pieces you would place on the Mira board when 
the game is used to represent the current aeonic situation and how those pieces might change/move to re-present the 
beginning (by say, Vindex) of the presencing, predicted c. 2100 ev, that would be a practical manifestation of the logos 
of the O9A. 


3. What is the historical antecedent of the chant illustrated in the following image, and what is the difference when it is 
chanted by cantors (note the plural) a fourth apart and a fifth apart? 
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4. Explain why there are two classical esoteric modes - rather than one - associated with the septenary planet named 
Sol, and does this have anything to do with the Somnium Scipionis? 


Diversionary Tactics and Spin 


Despite writing, in volume 3 of his Diary of A Devil Worshipper, that "| have believed since | began my journey with 
ONA that self-honesty is the most powerful force a person can wield", he has never unequivocally, and publicly, 
admitted (i) that his claims to be O9A and to run an OYA nexion were fraudulent, and (ii) his pretentiousness in respect 
of knowledge of the O9A. 


Instead of being honest, Mr McD just indulged in the type of "spin a politician might indulge in after he's been caught- 
out and wants to undertake some damage-limitation in the hope of saving his career. The politician doesn't admit 
liability; doesn't mention his mistakes. Doesn't come clean. Instead, the blame is shifted elsewhere, and some 
propaganda/disinformation is added for good measure in the hope of confusing the proles." 


For all he has ever said, when repeatedly asked to 'come clean' about his lack of knowledge and his fraudulent claim to 
be O9A, was: 


"I'll admit that on occasion I've spoken about the 09a without sufficient education or experience in some 
matters." 


To which someone OYA replied: 


"On occasion, and in some matters? How economical with the truth you are. Even after x years of claiming to 
be O9A and claiming to run an O9A nexion and even after writing thousands of pages of gabble about the 
O9A, you couldn't answer basic questions about the OYA. Also, in your spin you for some reason conveniently 
‘forgot' to mention that you admitted that you "didn't give a **** about the O9A code" and that for x number 
of years you claimed to be OYA. 


Since presencing that code via living is what makes (and always has made) someone OYA, you falsely 
claimed for x number of years to be OYA and falsely claimed to running an O9A nexion. Didn't you?" 


In addition, and in an obvious attempt to try and save face, he continues (as of November 2014) to not only make silly 
claims about himself but also continues to try and divert attention from his failure by casting aspersions on others. A 
case in point being his recent (November 2014) spiel regarding his request, months earlier, to meet with Ms Kerri Scott, 
who was instrumental in ‘outing’ him. 


Mr McDermott said that such a meeting either be in Australia or, astonishingly, be via skype. When Ms KS insisted on a 
personal meeting and offered to meet halfway - in Egypt or in another interesting mid-East country such as Iraq - the 
self-described 'devil worshipper’ and 'satanist' declined, because he was too lazy or couldn't afford, to travel to such a 
place (while expecting KS to travel all the way to Australia), and because he preferred to remain safe in Australia 
rather than travel to somewhere that could be dangerous to life, liberty, and limb. 


Thus he rejected the sinister option - physical travel by an individual to a dangerous location without any guarantees at 
all but with the prospect of pathei-mathos - in favor of remaining in his comfort zone, just like one of the O9A pretendu 
crowd would. And, just like a boastful wannabe satanist, a fantasist, who has no documented sinister deeds to his 
name (being just an internet individual, a mundane, of no demonstrated notability), he indulges in ad hominems, uses 
vulgar language, and - using one of the eternal excuses of mundanes - projects some imaginary failing (or projects, 
from pop-psychology, some ideated personality flaw or some ideated personality type) onto his "enemies". For such 
projected prejudiced assumptions do so make boastful, egoistic, mundanes feel better about themselves and might (or 
so they hope) even impress some of their fellow mundanes. 


To conclude, here is an extract from a recent (November 2014) exchange between Mr McD and yours truly on a private 
O9A FB group: 


{quote} 


Steve Balkman aka Chris McD aka Ryan Anschauung opined: "You wish to paint me as a coward...Skype was 
a good alternative to not meeting." 


The heart of the matter - sans your spin - was that skype was not a personal meeting in an interesting and 
possibly dangerous place. To prefer skype to such a personal meeting in such a place was not only a very un- 
sinister thing to do, but was indeed the action of a coward; the action of someone who most probably feared 
that he might be arrested or harmed in such a dangerous place, or even become an opfer (in the Jihadi sense 
of another infidel being disposed of, of course). 


Why, KS even offered to arrange a personal meeting between you and Myatt (aka Shaykh Abdul-Aziz) in such 
a place, which offer you also turned down. 


That you had, for around seven years, portrayed yourself as 'sinister' - and boasted about living a ‘sinister 
life’ - and then, when asked to actually do something of a practical sinister nature (take a chance, and go 
meet someone in a dangerous place) you whimped out, and made excuses, and continue to make excuses, 
for your failure, says it all really. 


Steve Balkman aka Chris McD aka Ryan Anschauung also opined: "you should have nothing to fear visiting 
me here." 


Yeah, right - which desire by you to "stay safely at home" (rather than venture forth to a war zone ora 
dangerous place rife with gun carrying extremists) is just another indication of your physis. 


Bottom line - you had your chance, twice (once with meeting KS and once with meeting DM) and you blew it. 
But no doubt you'll continue with your spin in the hope that your "reputation" can be somehow salvaged. 


{/quote} 


M.K. 
November 2014 
v. 1.03 
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Exitus Aestus 


The Temple of THEM and its members hereby (being 
17/7/2014) formally disown the commentaries, 
essays, remarks, conclusions, conversations, 
communications, observations, statements, studies, 
research, claims, publications, equipment, tools, 
electronic media made between 2006 and the 17th 
July 2014 by this Temple or its various constituents 
including forums and presses that have anything 
whatsoever to do with the Order of Nine 
Angles/ONA/OQA, David Myatt/Anton Long or its many 
associates. 


All mention of the aforementioned will be stricken 
from The Themonomicon, this publication (Threshold 
and pMYRIAD not withstanding) being the only official 
remaining Temple of THEM documentation recognized 
as genuine Temple literature. 


All documents referring to the aforementioned prior to 
17/7/2014 are formally and definitively, obselete. 


ISS/h 
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Among the many and diverse ‘useful indicators’ about 
him that the various internet spats revealed were the 
following: 


1. He claimed for some eight years to be O9A and to 
be running an Australian Order of Nine Angles nexion 
(the temple of them). Yet even after eight years his 
O9A knowledge was very limited - he couldn't answer 
certain esoteric questions. 


2. He didn't have the sagacity, or couldn't be 
bothered in those eight years to develop the occult 
skills, to discover certain unwritten rules derived from 
the O9A logos, and knowledge of which unwritten 
rules are one fundamental things that mark someone 
as really being O9A. When asked about his ignorance 
of these rules he admitted he couldn't care less about 
them. 


3. In his public dealings with certain O9A people, and 
in private correspondence with certain other people, 
he acted contrary to the O9A logos (aka the code of 
kindred honor) and which logos is another of the 
fundamental things that mark someone as really 
being O9A. 


4. He boasted that he published his collection De 
Requisite Exquisite before Anton Long's compilation 
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being O9A. 


4. He boasted that he published his collection De 
Requisite Exquisite before Anton Long's compilation 
The Requisite ONA, and that "the 09a was trying to 
outdo" him. This boast was revealed as a lie, since 
The Requisite ONA was published over a year before 
his collection. 


5. In order to try and bolster his credentials he 
publicly, while still remaining anonymous, claimed to 
have once fought off many assailants. Since he 
couldn't provide any reliable mainstream sources to 
verify this claim, it was just a vainglorious boast of 
some anonymous person on the internet: a puffer 
engaging in puffery. 


6. In a further attempt to try and bolster his 
credentials, he published his very mundane, 
laughable, ritual of initiation, and which ritual ‘gave 
him a sign' and ended with him flushing bits of 
parchment down a conveniently near toilet. 


7. He posted various bizarre rants, in one of which he 
claimed to be ‘an avatar of the messiah’. 
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| AnnaCzereda said: T 

How should he document this fight? 
Without supporting evidence, it's just another vainful boast. 
Those with a certain character wouldn't publicly boast about 
such an undocumented deed; those with a different type of 


character would and do so boast. Thus, this boast is yet another 
useful personality indicator. 


That you keep making excuses for him is interesting. 


| AnnaCzereda said: T 


So now the ONA is about studying and 
memorizing things. 


Ignoratio elenchi (again). He claimed to be O9A for x number of 
years, and he claimed to run and OYA nexion, and he wrote 
thousands of pages about the O9A allegedly from his own 
personal experience, and he pontificated authoritatively to 
academics and others about the O9A, and yet he couldn't 
answer simple questions about OYA esotericism. 


When asked about this, he (to his credit) finally admitted his 
O9A knowledge was limited, and that (in his words) although 
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answer simple questions about esotericism. 


When asked about this, he (to his credit) finally admitted his 
O9A knowledge was limited, and that (in his words) although 
he had thought of himself as a captain he was in reality just a 
deckhand. Ergo, his claims were false and his pontifications 
were those of, at worst, a charlatan and, at best, a boaster. 
Again, such false claims and such boasting are useful 
‘personality indicators: 


Add up all these useful personality indicators and what type of 
personality is thereby profiled? 


BTW, you still haven't answered the simple question | asked 
you. So | shall repeat it the question again: 


Given that Kris himself admitted that he "didn't give a **** 
about the O9A code", and given that following that code is 
what distinguishes someone who is O9A from someone 
who is not O9A, was he or was he not falsely claiming to be 
O9A? Yes, or no? 


Why haven't you answered this question? Is it because that his 
statement basically amounts to a confession that he was 
indeed falsely claiming to be OYA, and if you admit it into 
evidence, then the whole case for the defense, which you've 
been presenting for a while, falls apart? 
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jeff77 
New Member 


Messages: 


if 


. Dishonorable behavior is a serious matter 
whereas you're talking about some online 
_ petty and silly **** 


It's not about "dishonorable behavior" but about whether or not 
Mr McD upheld the O9A code and therefore about who is and 
who isn't O9A. That isn't "online petty and silly" at all is it? 


KS has pointed out to you countless times in the past 6 months 
that it's about claims made by Mr McD - about false 
misrepresentation - yet you still persist in pushing your own 
demonstrably false claim that it's about "dishonorable 
behavior". Why do you keep making that claim? Is it because 
you really don't get what it's been all about? Or is it because 
you're too stubborn to admit that you're wrong and that Mr 
McD has admitted he was at fault? Given his admissions it's 
case closed isn't it? Or are you trying to keep the case open 
because you want to continue bashing the O9A? 


Why else would you keep avoiding answering the question KS 
asked you? The question was - 


_ Given that Kris himself admitted that he 
‘didn't give a **** about the O9A code", and 
given that following that code is what 
distinguishes someone who is O9A from 
someone who is not O9A, was he or was he 
not falsely claiming to be O9A? Yes, or no? 
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jeff77 
New Member 


Messages: 


| AnnaCzereda said: T 


If someone breaks the Code of Kindred 
Honor, he acts dishonorably 


Then given that Kris himself admitted he broke - did not abide 
by - the O9A code he was, according to that statement of 
yours, acting ‘dishonorably' 


Therefore you're now finally admitting that Kris acted 
dishonorably, and that (given that he said he didn't give a **** 
about the code) he was not OYA and that therefore his claim to 
be O9A was false, and that - as a someone who acted 
dishonorably - he deserved approbation. 


#308 
AnnaCzereda said: T 


How can you be loyal to the anonymous 
strangers online, even if they claim to be 
ONA? 


Did you overlook that KS already demolished you argument 
here - http://www.religiousforums.com/forum/3861657- 
77 post292.html 
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_ How can you be loyal to the anonymous 
strangers online, even if they claim to be 


| ONA? 
N ei Did you overlook that KS already demolished you argument 
here - http://www.religiousforums.com/forum/3861657- 
Messages: 77 ~~ post292.html 
Like KS said there - 


1. Not ‘strangers on the internet’ but other 
OYA folk. 2. Not ‘honor’ per se but kindred 
honor, the O9A code. 3. Which code 
specifies how someone who is O9A 
interacts with other O9A folk and with 
mundanes. 4. If someone who claims to be 
O9A doesn't interact with other O9A folk 


Click to expand... 


Perhaps you never understood it was all about how OYA people 
relate to other O9A people both online and offline and via the 
internet or some medium and regardless of whether or not 


they're anonymous. 


Heck, KS several times even linked to O9A texts about O9A 
etiquette. About the standards of behavior O9A people - if 
they're really O9A - should have toward other OYA people. The 
standards are here - O9A Etiquette 
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Those standards are derived from the O9A code so that if 
someone claiming to be O9A doesn't abide by them then that 
person is breaking the O9A code. 


AnnaCzereda said: T 
I'm still waiting for you to give some 


evidence of Ryan's dishonorable behavior. 


You've just provided one, haven't you - 


AnnaCzereda said: T 


If someone breaks the Code of Kindred 
Honor, he acts dishonorably 


Since Ryan admitted he didn't give a **** about the code O9A 
then his claims to be O9A for 8 years and torunand O9A 
nexion were dishonorable because false weren't they? Plus he 
was acting dishonorably wasn't he because he was lying. 


Case closed then isn't it. 


Avai1 W114 #200 
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AnnaCzereda said: T 


These are quite petty accusations, really 


Actually, they're not ‘petty’ and they're not accusations but 
iarrinnnts useful personality indicators’ (detected characteristics) anda 
New Member record of things he said or claimed. That you believe they are 
accusations is interesting. 
Messages: 184 
But if that's how you see those indications - in your desire to 
defend him - then that's how you see them. It seems that you 
have no personal experience of either the ‘law’ or the ‘order’ 
part of law enforcement (from whatever side of the street or 
the bench) or you have experience in spieling and in the 
interest of your client make excuses for him. For those with 
such experience of law enforcement know those detected 
characteristics for the indicators of personal character that 
they are. 


AnnaCzereda Said: T 
he wrote he was a skinhead for two years. 


Yes of course he did because he said so. If | wrote that | worked 
for the CIA for seven years would you believe me? 
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for the CIA for seven years would you believe me? 


Where's the evidence - reliable third party sources - for his 
boast that he was a skinhead? There isn't any evidence. Until 
he provides some, it remains a vainful boast - which boasting is, 
in my experience and in my universe, itself indicative. 


| AnnaCzereda said: T 


Of course, when asked, he couldn't provide 
any evidence of those tens of thousands of 
people or detail his “hundreds of thousands 
of insights 


So it was just another vainful boast; that is, indicative. Another 
indicator. 


AnnaCzereda said: T 


How should he document this fight? 


Without supporting evidence, it's just another vainful boast. 
Those with a certain character wouldn't publicly boast about 
such an undocumented deed; those with a different type of 
character would and do so boast. Thus, this boast is yet another 
useful personality indicator. 
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hollow said: T 


The admission given by Hollow [...] reads: 
“I'll admit that on occasion Ive spoken about 
the 09a without sufficient education or 
experience in some matters.” 


kerriscott 


mew hremuer On occasion, and in some matters? How economical with the 


Messages: 184 truthyou are. Even after x years of claiming to be O9A and 
claiming to run an OYA nexion and even after writing 
thousands of pages of gabble about the O9A, you couldn't 
answer basic questions about the O9A. 


Also, in your spin you for some reason conveniently ‘forgot’ to 
mention that you admitted that you "didn't give a **** about the 
OYA code" and that for x number of years you claimed to be 
O9A. 


Since presencing that code via living is what makes (and 
always has made) someone OYA, you falsely claimed for x 
number of years to be O9A and falsely claimed to running an 
OYA nexion. Didn't you? 


BTW, talking about yourself in the third person is quite 
indicative. 
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kerriscott 
New Member 


Messages: 


184 


AnnaCzereda Said: T 


If you think these claims are false, why 
don't you prove it? You haven't shown any 
evidence of Ryan's dishonorable behavior 


Anna, you seem to have conveniently forgotten my replies to 
you when you asked the same question again and again x 
months ago. 


Here's the gist of my replies. It's not about someone's so-called 
“dishonorable behavior" - it's about (i) following or not 
following the O9A code, and about (ii) making claims regarding 
being O9A and running an O9A nexion. 


Now, you yourself have admitted - ipso facto - that his claims 
were false, as he himself admitted they were false: 


AnnaCzereda said: T 


Yeah he said he didn't give a **** about your 
Code of Kindred Honor. 


QED, regarding him making false claims about being O9A and 
running an O9A nexion, because following that code is what 
distinguishes someone who is O9A from someone who is not 
OPA. 


_ 
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AnnaCzereda said: T 


Why should he be bound by honor to the 
strangers on the internet? 


1. Not ‘strangers on the internet’ but other O9A folk. 

2. Not 'honor' per se but kindred honor, the O9A code. 

3. Which code specifies how someone who is OYA interacts 
with other OYA folk and with mundanes. 

4. |f someone who claims to be O9A doesn't interact with other 
OYA folk according to that code, ergo they're not O9A. 

5. If someone who claims to be O9A doesn't give a **** about 
the O9A code, then ergo they're not OYA but one of the O9A 
pretendu crowd. 


It was and is as simple as this. 


Now, it's irrelevant what you and others believe or assume 
about the O9A code. The fact remains that following that code 
is what distinguishes someone who is O9A from someone who 
is not OYA. 


That you seem either unable to grasp this logic or refuse to 
publicly admit - in a clear unambiguous manner - that the case 
against him is proven beyond reasonable doubt, especially 
given his own admission regarding ignoring the O9A code, is 
most interesting. 


Il. 
Individual Authority And The O9A Code 


Extracts From Various Replies 


"| expect individuals - if interested, motivated, and sagacious enough - to work some things out for themselves." 


Letter from Anton Long to Professor Connell Monette, 2011, quoted in R. Parker, Originality, Tradition, And The Order of Nine Angles, e-text (pdf), 
2013. 


Czereda: "The only authority here is the individual judgement of each person following the ONA path...letting the ONA 
people decide for themselves." 


Jeff: Again, that's only your personal opinion and your interpretation. Your own outsider interpretation of what you 
believe or assume the OYA is all about. 


What is such a cerebral opinion worth, given that you haven't followed any O9A praxis and can't answer questions 
about O9A esotericism and don't have access to OYA oral tradition? 


Your outsider interpretation of - your personal opinion about - the Order of Nine Angles means that you don't accept 
that the Order of Nine angles is #1) the esoteric philosophy developed by Anton Long between the 1970s and 2011, 
and which esoteric philosophy has embedded in it a new logos, and #2) the practical methods - like the seven fold way 
and the rounwytha way - devised by or inherited by Anton Long. 


For that's the current esoteric understanding of what the OYA is and what being O9A means, and if you don't agree 
with it then it's up to you to prove your case. Merely stating and repeating your opinion is not proving your case. 
Where's your closely argued - scholarly - proof of your interpretation based on either your personal experience of O9A 
praxis or on a detailed knowledge of O9A oral tradition and O9A esotericism? 


Your opinion - your interpretation - is way off because the OYA path - being O9A - means accepting and living by the 
O9A logos. No OYA logos, no OYA. Living by the O9A logos means living by the O9A code: 


Our kind are made by their acceptance of the principle of personal honour and by living according to this 
principle. Hence, someone becomes of us when they pledge to live their lives according to that principle. 
Thus, our behaviour toward our own kind is guided by our Law of Kindred Honour." Anton Long, The Five Core 
ONA Principles Explained, 122 Year of Fayen 


Here's a very simple example. Being Muslim means reciting - and believing in and living by - the Shahadah. Someone 
who says they don't accept the authority of the Koran and the Sunnah - who doesn't follow the Allah given guidelines in 
the Koran and the Sunnah - isn't a Muslim even if they claim they are. 


Yet again all this comes down to something very simple. Which is this - 


You as an outsider have an opinion about what the OYA is and what the OYA isn't or shouldn't be. Your 
opinion about what the OYA is and OYA isn't happens to differ from the understanding of the O9A articulated 
by someone else. This someone else happens to have access to the OYA oral tradition and has shown a 
better understanding of O9A esotericism than you. 


If you still insist that your opinion and interpretation of the O9A are correct then there appears to be only two 
reasonable courses of action open to you - which are for you to write a detailed and documented treatise 
explaining and proving your outsider (cerebral) interpretation, or for you to undertake an OYA praxis, gain 
some relevant esoteric pathei mathos, and then start your own "reformed" or "authentic" O9A chapter, 
coven, nexion, sect, temple, or group, by means of which you can promulgate your interpretation. 
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AnnaCzereda said: T 


So what was wrong in what | wrote about the 
authority of individual judgement? 


What was wrong is basically that you don't really understand 
the O9A - you only assume you do. To understand the O9A 
you have to know - in detail - the esoteric philosophy of the 
O9A and know about its logos and how these relate to the 
three practical O9A methods of "internal sorcery”. 


jeff77 
New Member 
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What for example do you know about OYA esoteric languages 
and how they relate to the anados and the abyss? What do 
you know about the aeonic perspective? About the sinisterly- 
numinous? About causal abstractions? About logos? About 
the star game? About Camlad? About O9A ontology and thus 
about how the O9A understand physis? What do you know 
about physis sorcery? About adunations? About the 
baeldraca? About azoth and its relation to enantiodromia? 
About the relationship between a rounerer and acausal 
knowing? | could go on and on and on and haven't even 
mentioned anything relating to O9A oral tradition. 


Sure you can read some O9A material on the net - and even 
google all of the above - and then form an opinion about the 
O9A but that doesn't mean you'll understand the OYA. To 


Czereda: "So what was wrong in what | wrote about the authority of individual judgement?" 


Jeff: What was wrong is basically that you don't really understand the OYA - you only assume you do. To understand the 
O9A you have to know - in detail - the esoteric philosophy of the O9A and know about its logos and how these relate to 
the three practical O9A methods of "internal sorcery". 


What for example do you know about OYA esoteric languages and how they relate to the anados and the abyss? What 
do you know about the aeonic perspective? About the sinisterly-numinous? About causal abstractions? About logos? 
About the star game? About Camlad? About O9A ontology and thus about how the O9A understand physis? 


What do you know about physis sorcery? About adunations? About the baeldraca? About azoth and its relation to 
enantiodromia? About the relationship between a rounerer and acausal knowing? | could go on and on and on and 
haven't even mentioned anything relating to O9A oral tradition. 


Sure you can read some OYA material on the net - and even google all of the above - and then form an opinion about 
the O9A but that doesn't mean you'll understand the OYA. To really understand, to know, the O9A you need to 


#1) know about all the things | mentioned above - and much more - and then discover all the connections 
that make the esoteric philosophy - and the "why" of O9A practical methods - and thus see the whole wyrdful 
picture, or 

#2) you need practical, hands on, experience - over a period of several years - of one or more of the three 
practical O9A methods of "internal sorcery", or #3) you might emulate Anton Long and go live a practical 
sinisterly-numinous life for a couple of decades. 


That you can't answer particular questions about O9A esotericism should be a hint that your knowledge and 
understanding of the OYA is limited. 


It's like someone quoting some verses of the Koran - in some translation - and thinking they "understand" Islam and 
know all about Muslims. They don't take into account that they can't read classical Arabic - so have to rely on the 
interpretations of others - and that those verses have to be understood in the context of the rest of the Koran and in 
the context of the Sunnah and also don't take into account things like Ijma and Adab. 


Sure "the authority of individual judgement" is one of the exoteric axioms of Anton Long's esoteric philosophy but it's 
not the whole philosophy - or even the only exoteric axiom - and therefore needs to be understood in esoteric context. 
Part of this esoteric context is the logos, the particular perceiveration which makes the O9A unique and which thus - 
like Some academics have said - means that the O9A presents "a recognizable new interpretation of Satanism and the 
Left Hand Path". 


Naturally you can dismiss all this and continue to claim that you - having read some O9A material - really do 
understand the OYA and so claim stuff like the exoteric axiom of "the authority of individual judgement" is the 
foundation and the essence of the O9A and has priority over the O9A logos and thus over not only the whole sinisterly- 
numinous tradition with its roots in Hellenic mysticism but also over things such as the Rounwythian way of life. 
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Czereda: "You made up your own ONA online etiquette and your own Code, which means it's your version and 
interpretation of them both." 


Reply: 


It's not something KS made up. It was written by AL years before KS started posting on the net. 


Here's the thing. O9A code was derived in the 1970s and was an oral tradition. The etiquette is implicit in such a code 
because etiquette=code of personal behavior and the code is about personal behavior. The Code is alluded to in 
several published O9A texts, 1980's and 1990s vintage. Complete code publicly published 2009 along with other 
previously oral traditions such as the rounwytha. AL explains the reasons for such publication in several articles and in 
a 2011 interview with Professor Monette. 


The OYA oral tradition is mentioned in many OYA texts published from the 1980s onwards - including in the Hostia 
collection and in Naos - and in mainstream books written by academics. 


In 2011 and in response to questions from academics, AL in private correspondence mentions "muppets" and gives an 
exmaple. In 2014 KS mentions the muppet claim and the O9A code - and the etiquette implicit in it - on an internet 
forum. 


Your statement that KS "made it up" implies you're claiming (i) there was no code before 2014 and (ii) that there's no 
O9A oral tradition and (iii) that the written code that was published in 2009 - we'll ignore the glaring contradiction in 
your claims for now - is not about etiquette. You're also claiming that all the mentions in published O9A texts from the 
1980s on of there being an oral tradition are fraudulent and that the academics who accept there is an oral tradition 
are either less well informed than you are or stupid. 


Kerri Scott: 
What part of the following, from the original document linked to, did you not understand? 


"There are and have been certain unwritten rules - an etiquette - concerning how OYA people interact, via 
mediums such as internet, with others of our kind or claiming to be our kind... 


The rules have remained unwritten [but] they can be deduced from the law of kindred honor, and which 
basic law (the Law of The New Aeon, the Logos of the Order of Nine Angles) is what binds those ‘of the O9A' 
together whichever of the three O9A ways/models they follow." 


Now [...] there was a problem in relation to anonymous people claiming to be O9A over the internet. This was not a 
problem of interpreting the code but rather of judging who was or wasn't O9A. 


[There was] an unwritten etiquette, derivable from the written O9A code or from the behavior of those who live the 
honor code and who you know personally [...] 


Those unwritten rules regarding ‘internet etiquette and the like' are not the same as the written O9A honor code but 
they are inherent in the unwritten O9A law of honor - the logos - that O9A people live by. 


For [...] O9A people know - and have known for decades - what the ‘law of kindred honor', the O9A logos, means and 
implies without it being written down, and what is written under the title the O9A code is an exoteric expression of that 
law, a 


manifestation in words of O9A character, and words don't or can't express character very well whereas when you meet 
and get to know someone who has the OYA character that the written code exoterically re-presents then you come to 
know what the code is and what it means. 


It's simple - because a living person numinously presences something living (like an ethos, a logos, or honor itself) 
whereas something written, like a law or a code is something causal, lifeless, devoid of numinosity. 


Honor lives in and is manifest by individuals, by how they live, by what they do or don't do, and defines what type of 
person they are. Honor is not manifest - in its living complexity - in or by words, spoken or written. Hence why ‘the law 
of honor' is the logos of the OYA, for a logos lives, and is presenced, only in and by living human beings, not in words 
or dogma or in rituals or by whatever else. 


This whole understanding of the difference between the living, the esoteric (the numinous) and the exoteric (a form) - 
and of how honor lives in and is re-presented by individuals and not in some law or code, runs through AL's (and DM's) 
writings since the 1970s and thus through the OYA. It's the basis of really understanding what the OYA is all about. DM 
wrote for instance, way back, that "individuals of honour understand - often instinctively - that honour is living while 
words are not; that honour lives in individuals." 


Now, I'm willing to concede that such misunderstanding as seems to have occurred may be my fault for not explaining 
things clearly in the first place - but | did keep on saying that the sagacious or those will certain occult skills would or 
should ‘get it’. 
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Anna Czereda wrote: "If you Know something about his behavior in the real world that makes him non-ONA, then feel 
free to share." 


Morena Kapiris replied: 


1. The fact is, my dear, Mr McD is just someone claiming to not only be OYA but also claiming to have run an O9A 
nexion - who now even offers tuition in the O9A star game - and yet who is a person of no known notability, having no 
documented deeds (sinister or numinous or exeatic) to his name. Heck, he can't even supply us with images of the 
advanced star game he has constructed. 


2. His prior admissions - of lacking 09a knowledge (while writing gabble about the 09a) and not giving a **** about the 
09a code - plus his online attitude to other 09a folks, contrary to 09a etiquette, mark him as an 09a pretender, 
whatever you or any other non-o9a person believes or assumes. 


3. He has no access to 09a aural tradition, and even declined an offer to meet AL in Egypt. 
4. He can't answer basic questions about 09a esotericism. 


5. He hasn't undertaken the 7 fold way up to and including internal adept and thus has not acquired the relevant 
esoteric pathei-mathos. 


Now, whatever you or anyone - Christian or self-described satanist, or whatever - believes or assumes, the 09a 
yardstick re a documented (in mainstream media) sinisterly-numinous life is Anton Long. 


Unless and until someone comes along who has a comparable documented life over decades, then their opinion on 
matters 09a is either their own exoteric opinion/interpretation, or just BS. That is, of no consequence, except of course 
to mundanes and 09a pretenders: those lacking an 09a physis. 


You and others can pontificate all you like about the 09a, but unless and until you can answer (i) the questions KS 
asked Mr McD to answer (which he failed to do), and (ii) the ten published questions that all genuine 09a adepts can 
answer (partly via esoteric pathei-mathos and partly because they have access to 09a aural tradition), then your 
pontifications are just the pontifications of individuals who don't have an in-depth knowledge of the 09a. 


If some individuals "respect" or agree with those who cannot answer such questions about the 09a, regarding them as 
some sort of authority about the 09a, then it just shows how gullible/mundane those individuals are. 


Appendix 
The Authority Of Individual Judgement - Interpretation And Meaning 


The authority of individual judgement is one of the fundamental axioms of the esoteric philosophy of Anton Long and 
thus a fundamental principle applicable to how that esotericism is presenced in the praxises of the Order of Nine 
Angles (O9A/ONA). 


This axiom means that even the writings of Anton Long, and his esoteric philosophy, are only guides, a necessary 
beginning, and possess no ultimate authority: 


"We see our way as guiding a few individuals to self-awareness, to Adeptship and beyond, via various practical and 
magickal techniques. The emphasis is on guide, on self-development, on self-discovery. There is no religious attitude, 
no acceptance of someone else’s authority [...] 


| claim no authority, and my creations, profuse as they are, will in the end be accepted or rejected on the basis of 
whether they work (Satan forbid they should ever become dogma or a matter of faith). | also expect to see them 
become transformed, by their own metamorphosis and that due to other individuals: changed, extended and probably 
ultimately transcended, may be even forgotten. They - like the individual | am at the moment - are only a stage, 
toward something else." {1} 


For the axiom of the authority of individual judgement means that each OYA person, nexion, group, or cell, are - with 
one important exception - free to develop their own interpretation of everything O9A, free to develop and change 
everything O9A, and that there is no authority above the individual, or beyond each group or collective of groups. 


No leader, no outer (or inner) ‘representative’, no council, no ‘old guard’, who can make pronouncements about or 
declare what is or is not correct. No ‘official’ or ‘genuine’ O9A; no ‘heresy’; no proscription of individuals or groups. 
Furthermore, no consensus is necessary or required among those who are or who associate with the O9A {2}, although 
naturally a particular O9A nexion may have or arrive at a particular internal consensus and thus presence a particular 
interpretation of matters O9A. 


The axiom the authority of individual judgement also means that each OYA person, nexion, group, or cell, will use their 
own judgement in respect of what they do; in how they, individually and/or as part of an O9A nexion, ‘presence the 
dark and manifest the sinister’ in practical ways. 


Honour and The Code of Kindred-Honour 


The one exception regarding individual interpretation, and changing everything O9A, is the O9A Code of Kindred 
Honour. It is exempted because it is the Logos of the O9A - the unique perceiveration that distinguishes the O9A - and 
thus defines who is, and who is not, O9A. For to be OYA is to live by the O9A code and thus to manifest that logos by 
one’s manner of living. 


Furthermore, the O9A code is not about honour, not about honourable behaviour towards others, per se. Rather, it 
specifies how a person relates to those of their own kindred, to other O9A folk. Thus, in respect of one’s kindred there 
are certain expected standards of fairness, of honour, but those standards do not apply in respect of how OYA folk 
relate to and deal with mundanes. 


In respect of honour in general: 


"One either has this personal quality (or the potential to possess it) or one does not: intellectual debate 
about it is irrelevant." {3} 


Which means that how someone who is OYA relates to and deals with mundanes is something each O9A person - or 
cell, nexion, or group - works out, decides, for themselves. Thus, if some person or some nexion did some deed or 
deeds, in relation to a mundane or in relation to some mundanes, that some other O9A person or people considered 
was dishonourable, would that make that deed or those deeds wrong from an OYA perspective? Not necessarily, for it 
would be a matter for each individual and/or nexion to decide for themselves: 


"[One of the] practical guidelines of the Order of the Nine Angles is that there is no morality - no judgement 
about what is right and what is wrong - but our own individual one, with that judgement born not from 
feelings nor from some reaction to some particular event, but from a detached, reasoned, reflexion arising 
from practical experience. In short, from our own individual pathei-mathos, and the personal unique sinister 
weltanschauung that we develope from such practical experience, such reflexion, and such pathei-mathos." 


{4} 


Similarly in respect of what has been described as the ‘criteria of mundaneness’, with a mundane generally considered 
to be an adult, of sound body and mind, who does not live by the Code of Kindred Honour, and with the threshold of 
adulthood generally considered to be sixteen years of age, with some veering toward a threshold of fourteen and 
others toward eighteen. 


Is this criteria - first explicitly clarified by Anton Long in 2011 {5} - therefore, given that it was authored by Anton 
Long, an exception to the authority of individual judgement? If so, is it an authoritative, infallible, definition applicable 
to all who are O9A, making those who do not accept it, for whatever reason, not O9A? 


Given the foregoing, the answers should be obvious. It is for each individual to decide - to judge - for themselves, 
based on what they personally feel, on what they personally know, honour is. For they are the ultimate authority of 
what is ‘right’ and what is ‘wrong’. Not some consensus; not what someone else writes or says; not what a majority 
believe or assert; not what some group or organization declaims; not what some government or State enshrines in 
some law or laws; and not what some zeitgeist suggests or impels some people to feel. 
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Notes 


{1} Anton Long: Satanic Letters of Stephen Brown, letter to Michael Aquino, dated 20th October 1990 ev. 
{2} As mentioned in Overview Of The Order Of Nine Angles: 


"Living by the Code of Kindred Honour (aka the Law of Kindred-Honour aka The Logos of the Order of Nine 
Angles aka the Sinister Code, aka the Law of The New Aeon) together with a striving to follow one of the 
three O9A Ways is what makes someone O9A." 


The three currently existing O9A ways are the initiatory hermetic Seven Fold Way, the Way of the Drecc/Niner, and the 
Way of the Rounwytha. 


{3} Anton Long: Satanic Letters of Stephen Brown, Letter to Michael Aquino dated 7th September 1990 ev. 
{4} Anton Long. Into The Abyss. 122 Year of Fayen 


{5} Anton Long. Children and The ONA. 122 Year of Fayen. 
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